Inspired by Bonhoeffer's writings, Rudd's vision of Christianity as being 'muscular' stood in contrast with the stoic, even stagnant, beliefs of the then Prime Minister John Howard, portraying Rudd as a doer and not merely dour. Rudd was aware that many Australians saw great significance in Christian teachings. In the same article Rudd used biblical language not only in relation to asylum seekers but also when calling for action on climate change, referring to Australians' obligation to be 'proper stewards of creation'.8 So confident was Rudd of the currency of Christianity in the public sphere that a little over a year after the publication of Faith in Politics, he used the language of the Apostle Paul when making the much-awaited apology to the Stolen Generation saying '... unless the great symbolism of reconciliation is accompanied by an even greater substance, it is little more than a clanging gong'.9 When speaking about the global financial crisis at a forum at St Paul's Cathedral in London in 2009, Prime Minister Rudd deplored the worship of a 'false god' (referring to unfettered free markets).10 As Prime Minister, Rudd often gave Sunday morning television interviews outside his church (his wife, Therese Rein, at his side); he was comfortable making reference to his religion.
A coalition m onopoly on religion
Christian values were an abutment to coalition policy under the former Prime Minister John Howard, an era during which, as Maddox elegantly describes, 'Howard maintained] a Pilate-like distance from the messy political work, quarantined behind an imaginary white picket fence.'11 According to Maddox, the Howard Government's decisions conferred an aura of moral and religious legitimacy on policies whose effects could otherwise seem merely self-serving, cynical or racist. of Christian compassion towards them. Yet, no-one forced Rudd to use biblical standards for an asylum seeker policy, nor was Rudd a political novice when he put forward this bible story. Additionally, by the time he was replaced as leader of the Labor Party, he had already fallen short of his own admittedly high Christian standards, which, according to the parable of the Good Samaritan, require totally selfless love, even towards one's enemies. Rudd's message of 'hardline but humane' about, respectively, people smugglers and refugees, was different to the position he had proffered in The Monthly, of the need to protect the marginalised, vulnerable stranger, without condemning his oppressors. More pointedly, it is impossible to reconcile a claim of 'care for the vulnerable stranger' with a political moratorium on new asylum seeker applications (including with respect to refugees from Afghanistan, a country which Rudd described as a 'hell hole').
M u te d com m entary
As we have seen, the parable of the Good Samaritan is a story about selflessness, about treating even those we detest with the same love we have for ourselves. The Rudd Government's policies unfortunately fell short of that high standard; the parable of the Good Samaritan gave way under the weight of political pragmatism. Yet, while commentators variously attacked the Rudd Government for either not being strong enough on asylum seekers or for being inhumane, there was relatively little public comment about the inconsistency between the high religious standards set out in Rudd's essay and his government's subsequent policies on asylum seekers. One exception was in an opinion piece in The Age, where Michael Epis suggested some religious hypocrisy, noting that: 
